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Now, when we look at the world we are warned by ecotogists
that man's interference with nature is such that he is upsetting its
delicate balance. We are threatened with extinction of natural
resources. In this context the quarrel between the 'Haves' and the
'Have-nots' among the nations fades into insignificance. Not that
the distribution of available wealth and resources equally among
nations and among human beings is unimportant, but we are
challenged to face the fact of not being able to provide the bare
wherewithal for the world population.

Certain groups of individuals and sections of population in our
country are still, even in 1994 A.D., raising many objections to the
acceptance of the family planning programme. Their arguments are
diverse and sometimes ludicrous. Prejudice begets many arguments
and mostly leads to search for untenable pleas. The objections can
be classified as relating to nature, sin, morality, prevention of birth
of geniuses, diminution in numbers of the cultured, dangers of the
birth control operations, and politics. Ingenuity reigns supreme and
no argument is too absurd to be pressed into service. Let us try
to deal with the genuine misconceptions and refute the motivated
misgivings.

The first objection is that a limitation on the reproduction of
human beings is against nature itself. This cannot stand the test
of reason,for we see hundreds of thousands of living beings perishing
in the course of nature. For instance, not all the progeny of fish
survive. Again, many species like large mammals have become
extinct. In fact nature is limiting and not contributing to the numbers
of living organisms. Another specious plea is that by following family
planning mankind is committing waste. Humans are to conform to
nature and each couple has to bring forth as many beings into
existence as possible. This is fallacious for out of millions of
speramatozoa contained in one discharge of a male, only one may
impregnate the ovum. The rest die. Likewise, in the case of a
female, ova produced during all months by the ovaries do not receive
spermatozoa and become fruitful.. Waste is inherent in nature.

Religious-minded persons talk of sin when they protest against
family planning. They say that family planning is tantamount to child
murder. This is absurd for when fertilization of ovum does not take
place no living being is born. There is no child to be murdered
and hence all feelings of guilt are misconceived.

The third objection trotted out relates to morality. The
opponents conted that adoption of contraceptives and other family